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1. Subject returned by plane from KIEV on 14 Sep 1964 to NEE Y0I2C fr 
his 23 day trip to the Ukraine which he made together with two of his friends 

. . . , / . . • ti f / ■ 

from the States : M and S#" ‘Their * itinerary. 7 included KIEV ,LVIY,rVAHO?l UhlKIVSKY 

and one or tv;o villages near the latter# 

AfrtO'f 

In KIEV Subjecijffiost of hi;j tine on discussions with ellOLYCK, 
LEVTSIIGIiEICtO, a nd^KOLOSO? Aj and in LVIV -with STUPID: ToICYI^P ( editor of ¥-* Ina Ur 
WILDS, -Irene (urit er ) ; GZIf/TSKYI (writer^, spent about 20 years in Siberia), 
in'Eri, Tcrasjand others# 



1 o 



Oo Ly ( lo*'wv co lc*pu ars ) . 



.2# Subjecu vi siued Source on :ij> Se: 

Source 

he brought let . er from LEVISHCIISIIKO (nothing of interest) and a present 
"chir,a 

(small/) figure or Ukrainian ho sale in shupon)# 
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Subject told Source the following: 

1* Snipers Univ ersit y Affair. 

while in Ib-cv Subject had a lonp discus ion with SHOLYGIi and LEVI SliOiili;: 3CO 
about KuOi^EY 1 S presentation at ibrtgors Uni. The appraisal of this "affair" by 
LSViSKGibLBu and SHGLYOH i;ss negative fioiiv their point of view "because butters 
did than (dovs) much nore ham than rood", ranroforop in .the Su uro they 
would have at least second thou ‘ is short a.;:!; ;u a:ir yuenis.. b’hen ijubjoci 
pressed the o*o ; oaite view aa-.d trie “• : ruins o then i.r t -reel rely such 

orrrnprmnts 

Lib Ifb/jJ.dbbU *• or bmLd . ao' -iica t uc *g ” duo;: oc ifl wrong because nrey fin i.iosion; 
are not able to control such discussions. "fqis ham sued to KOCHUBEY and 
moreover so after his speech when he was so ranch confused' by students. Then 
the whole affair went cor.nl a tely out of hand l! " Therefo re even Subjects 
sug; cstion to introduce - o:n such oc vac-ions questions only on nap er wns in their 
oniixLcn of no use" Subject -- rod erring to their attitude - coupled nod eraion that 
they (in Kiev; don 1 1 understand eri^re-problcrs and don ! t want to learn anything 
from oeoole like Subject. 



was 

. o t 1 1C. t » Sub j oc fi : n:c nr; b oc o vxt n 






2, " -kdld-U? of tlAa'hkO 11 

Another topic widely diccu-sec. by Subject with .110LYGH end LSVIGIIGIitNKO 
was the cur: ant attack of Joviet nropapanda incl. Khrushchev; himself against 
i.r STETGKO and his proun. Subject acked than for what nix: pose was it all being 
done and • ointecl out that by such attacks they (Scvn) do only strenctlieg the 
position of kThlkihO and his grottn. As an ouaixplc ha r;nvc then sons e:;corpts from 
emigres - vnrsntt : and forei.cn cress end. cup* eased quite a surong critique of 
such tactics. L^stei^cl of attacks like those of Khrushchev and others in con- action 



:u -ycoi 



u:holn Subject recommended then to publish articles and letters like 
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those by KuE and 1-AlYIYEYKO. 



she be/’inaing L?iVISHGIIEIKO and HuQLYCH tried 



to refute his augments but^thev sinoly said , ” ire era advised to do so and 
ire cannot change it”* When Subject wanted to' know who was u so stunid>fly u 
advising them they just ran eat ad again n we can 1 1 change it”. 

Subject’s impression was that they were referring to some higher authorities. 



3. n Rivalry” between 3-10LYGH and KOLOSOVA. 

Without elaborating on it Subject told Source that as far he could 
notice there was some sort of rivalry between KOLOSOVA and her organisation 
on the one hand and SMOLYCII with LEVI SHCEEilKO on the other. 

4* Ukrainian Soviet Delegation to the States £u& Candida. 

Kiev plans to send in the first half of October 1964 its delegation 
to both countries. I n HEW YORK they hope to arrive in mid-October and will stay 
here for 5 days. The Delegation id 11 consist of : 



LEvISKCKEIlKO, 

KOLOSOVA* _ ""j 
KOZAK ( conductor from Lviv) | 
KASIYAH , Vasil ( Kiev) graphic , painter) j 
VILDE, Irene (Lviv - writer) \ 



HAIBORODA^RJ-aton (Kiev , composer) / 

PAVLYCHKO, Dmytro (Lviv, no et ) 

and 2 poets or writers flBi plus a singer ( Subject forgot their 
names)* LEVIS CHEHKO wants to see SOURCE and discuss with her many 
problems* They are interested as before in meeting someone from press, 
cultural and other fields. 

t 

Subject criticised them (5M0LYCII and LJilViSHGHIKKO) for making too much noise 
with their arrival and pointed out that "banderivtsi" might start writing 
letters to the White House and to the Congress against granting the 
relegation visas. Since this is an elect on years "banderivtsi" might foil 
the whole’ matter. itiOLYCH replied that he (Subject) might be right but now 
it was too late and they biped to cone amn-ray. ■ , 




5. VIRSKYI'S KM 
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Fall or winter 1964 they will perform in South America. He did not 
know in what countries exactly. They will be stay! nr there for 6 months. 

In 1966 they should come to the States and will present 11 Most Ukrainian 
Madding". 

Subject was present at one or two rehearsals, spoke to VIR3KYI,and 
thought "The Most Ukrainian Madding" was really rood. 

6. The Arson in the Library 

Subject was told by KOLOSOVA and SliOLYGH that the incendiary was 
an employee who had bean at that time released from his job. Out of vengeance 
he put some powder into individual departments and put then on fire. 

The damage is serious but not all is lost. Eetman-period and other historical 
documents were not damaged. Some works and documents of Ukrainian classicists, 
.mainly by IIRINCUEUKO end Iris generation were burned down completely. 



7. New Regulations for mturist . 

When Subject complained that current touristic policy of Inturist was 
out of date and inefficient pointing out that it was too expensive ,too 
limited in territorial and organisational scope a so a£f, StlOLYCH told, him 
that recently they were giving new regulations to Inturist which should be more 
conducive to expanding the tourist traffic of emigration. Thus , Inturist 
will organise now open - individual and grt>up - tours with flexible itinerary, 
at reduced prices, and with some other extra -privileges. 

Subject mentioned, to them Source that would never go on a regular tourist 
trip and KUNCIiAK, Taras of Rutgers Uni who in Subject’s opinion should be also 
invited to I-iev and given a'j 




SHuHBIKO and SHIPKA Agencies 



c'f 

O # 



According 



liOLOSGVA criticised. very strongly trips arranged by SIllTriElKO, Vira • 
to her SKui-'iEIKC^S groups were indoctrinated by her, biased , and 



behaved contrary to guests 1 regulations. 

KOLOSOVA expressed positive opinion about SHCPKA 1 S Agency of Chicago, 111* 
Tge group organised by SHIPKA was objective and could see everything. 



Inturist did not even mind that they sneaked out by 
Subject defended 8IIUKEIK0 but he was not 
her much. lie was afraid that they night u forbid n Shurae: 
to the Ukraine in the future. 



taxis’ into countryside, 
sure whether this^ helped 
iko to send any groups 



9# STA3IUK 1 S Soil in Museum. 



Subject saw at Shevchenko Museum in Kiev the soil brought back 
recently by STASIUK. It is exhibited together with Sfa sink 1 s declaration 
against the ShevcherkoCommittee headed by Prof Snial-Stotskyi in the Stat 



10. General situation 

In spite mf Russification Subject was very optimistic about its 

final failure and in some recent developments saw the proof for that. 

already 

In his opinion there were^some improvements and some strong 

portents for the better in the future. Among them: 

a / Students and you&h in Kiev, Lviv and other cities absolutely 

patriotic. They have great interest in Ukrainian history, culture, and their 
resistance against Russian accultariziation in recent years remarkably has 
increased. 



b/ Seemingly ubiquitous usage of Russian in cities is misleading 
as to its real imraning meaning. S P me Ukrainians who might use Russian are 
at the same tine proud of their Ukrainian nationality and in n^ing Russian don 1 1 
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a 

seejbetrayal of their/ nation* Subject mentioned the following, example: 

during 3; , eve henlco-conc ert in Kiev in 19 64 a Georgian spoke in Ukrainian* 
received 

the hall /^csEBp±Hii his speech with such aft applause that no one had before. 

And Subject was sure that probably a good portion of the public spoke Russian . 

Russian 

He added that at the concert was also a high^official jb®Di as guest and he 
commented that "Georgians are nationalists anyway and that’s probably why he 
got such an applause", 

c/ In recent years students and young intelligentsia in general 
began to sing carrols in the public, in both Kiev and Lviv, In Subject's 
opinion this was not as much an expression of religious feelings but rather . 
of national consciousness. 



a/ g eneral interest in politics among young people is much greater 

in the Ukraine than abroad. Subject’s picture was printed in "Vilna Ukraina". 
/* Ltn'v 

many young people/referring to it addressed Subject in the streets and 
wanted to discuss with him various political problems. 



e/ there are elans to increase Ukrainian classic publications like 

works by Kotsiubynskyi and others. Shevchenko ’ s prose has been already 

publishes. Tj/re is alsoA tendency to give more freedom of research for Ukrainian 

humanists. Thus, KRYPIAKLVYCK, Ivan got now access to all sources he wanted to 

and is unrestricted, in his scientific research. 

f/ Names of cities on rhkA mail-stamps are being put now more and more 

in Ukrainian beside Russian. Hotel "Dnipro" has "evrythingfi (menu cards etc) 

in Ukrnini an and. foreign languages. Subject thought tnat mail— stamps, new 

a ' ~ ' ^ 

publications, a so ware to^ great extent at leasy/n scribed to him and 
his col.. agues who » for years kept criticising official people in Ivlev for 
their stupid policy of Rus • ification* In his opinion, one could achieve much 
more by "a positive critique" than by "super-patriotic ” attacks. 




.j y._ 



g/ Subject noticed some stiortag.es in food supplies but no critical situation. 
Queues were to be seen as usual, bread was mixed with pads and maize but not 
too bad. In lioscow one could get everything. 

Subject met in Yc/j and then in LVIV sister -in-law of kte Prof LYTVIYNEIfKO of 

New fork. She is an actes^ith Lviv-Theatre, at that time stayed in Caucasus. 

Her husband is from Carpa t ho-Uvraine • Ker maiden name is DZKROVYCH. 
actress 

x ha SEdtay^complained about food-shortages ,and particularly lack of 
good textiles, and other consumer goods. Also about worsening situation in 
general. Subject did not specify# 

11. miscellaneous . 

a/ It is not evident yet who will take the place of late ‘ PYLSKYI 
in the image of the people. 

b/ Subject brought for STASIuK pictures of Shevchenko-sculpture 
by H 0 nchar of Kiev which STASIUK will print in ill s book in, order, to show 
that KOLuDOZIiAm ( author of Shevchenko 1 s monument in ^a shington, D. C. ) 
has u imitated u KCNCHAR 1. 11. 

c/ vllOLYCH and LEVIS: GKEHKO are of a very high opinion about 
Hource. They know they cannot make a communist out of her but as well she 
cannot make nationalists out of them. What they appreciate is her courage 
and the fact that one can talk to her obj actively f in spite ox ideological 
differences. Source will get a real VIP treatment on her trip to the Ukraine. 



d/ ouOLYCH and LEVI3HCHENK0 mentioned the answer-letter of 62 

from New York. What they particularly liked were passages about peace and 
condemnation of. nuclear war. They expressed however their surprise and indignation 
at how people like SAMCHUK fUIas were asked to sign it. 

e/ Subject die not meet ya/t oHSV CIIS15K0, Sergei , the head of Ukrainian 
mission in New York., According to what he was^in Kiev , UIlEVGIFtdLU is 




a rather fat, middleaged, soft spoken, quiet man . 
about liis previous career* 



dubject did not say anything 



